34   A  NEW CRITICISM OF  ROUSSEAU

1st, that, tried by the moral and literary standards of
the epoch when the book was written, the Confessions
was not judged a " revolting" work, proving the
author's depravity, hut that the work was pronounced a
" masterpiece of genius, sincerity, and courage/'

2nd. That judged by critics who knew personally the
men accused by Rousseau as his secret persecutors and
calumniators, his accusations were not considered either
extravagant or exaggerated; but were pronounced en-
tirely credible, and confirmed by actions of these same
men after Rousseau's death,

3rd. The theory that Rousseau's assertions have no
value because they were the allegations of a madman
has been found to represent not a doctrine invented by
apologists of Rousseau, but an apology made for them-
selves by the Holbachians still alive at the time of the
Revolution.

In brief, the opinion of the best qualified judges of the
Confessions does not support the modern opinion that this
book alone proves the man who wrote it a monster of
depravity; and in addition to this, " a liar " with regard
to Ms old friends Grimm and Diderot; but the verdict
of these judges leaves undisturbed the theory that
Rousseau's character and life lent authority to his
writings.mind,
